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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 



1. 



This action is in response to the amendment dated 16 June 2004. 



Claim Status 



2. 



Claims 12, 15, 17, 19-22, and 24 -45 are pending. 



3. 



Claims 12, 15, 17, 19 - 22, and 24 - 45 are rejected. 



Specification 



4. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: The definition 
of opaque is something that is not transparent. Therefore the use of opaque on page 7, 
line 21 makes no sense. Appropriate correction is required. 



5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 



7. Claims 12, 15, 17, 19 - 22, 24 - 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) 
contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
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reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. The disclosure 
pertaining to the bezel feature that is moveably coupled to the housing to move between 
an open position and a closed position is lacking a description of the hinge type device 
that allows the bezel to rotate and still be able to open or close in relation to the display 
has not been disclosed. If the bezel is coupled to the housing using a hinge type device 
as indicated, but not referenced in Figures 2 and 3, it has n ot b e en sh o wn th at it is also 
free to rotate which defines a bezel. Just because the figures illustrate the lid in a closed 
position and an open position is not enough to allow one of ordinary skill in the art to 
make or use this device. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 29 - 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Patent 6,556,222 to Narayanaswami in view of US Patent 5,050,139 to Oberst. 

1 0. Regarding claim 29, Narayanaswami (Fig. 2) teaches a housing (20) that 
contains one or more components of the electronic device (components shown in Fig. 
2), a display assembly (98) including a screen (100) provided on the front panel of the 
housing (column 6, lines 35 - 43, 'watch face'), an interface for the bezel (68), the 
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interface being configured to provide an output in response to a rotation by the bezel 
(95 or 400, column 8, lines 29 - 33), and a processor (55) coupled to the interface to 
receive the output in response to the rotation of the bezel (column 8, lines 61 - 66), 
wherein the processor is configured to perform one or more operations based on the 
rotation of the bezel (column 9, line 1 - column 11, line 21). Narayanaswami fails to 
teach the bezel extending from opposite sides of the housing. 

11. However, Oberst (figs. 1 a nd 2) tea ches a device including a housing (12) 
including a first slot (27) on a first side (24 on the left side of fig. 2) and a second slot 
(27) on a second side (24 on the right side of fig. 2), wherein when the housing is 
viewed frontally so as to face the display assembly (Fig. 1 , where the front is the face of 
the device), the housing extends along a direction of an axis X (the axis x will be in the 
direction of line 2-2) and an axis Y (axis Y is the direction perpendicular to line 2 - 2), 
a bezel (22) partially contained within the housing (12) to extend from opposite sides of 
the housing in reference to at least one of the axis X and the axis Y (column 3, lines 5 - 
8), wherein the bezel is rotatable (column 3, line 8) about a rotation axis (80), then bezel 
being sized to extend out of the first slot and the second slot of the housing (column 3, 
lines 5- 10). 

12. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to construct the bezel input device as taught by 
Narayanaswami to accommodate a bezel that is embedded within the case so as to 
extend from slots on opposite ends of the case as taught by Oberst for the benefit of a 
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transparent faceplate that can protect the device and fewer accidental bezel actuations 
since the majority of the bezel is embedded within the case. 

1 3. Regarding claim 30, Narayanaswami, as applied to claim 29 above, further 
teaches wherein the processor (55) is configured to detect the rotation of the bezel via 
the interface (58, column 6, lines 1 - 5), and wherein the rotation of the bezel causes 
the processor to launch an application (column 9, lines 15 - 25). 

14. Regarding claim 31, Narayanas wami, as applie d to cla i m 29 above, further 
teaches wherein the processor (55) is configured to detect the rotation of the bezel via 
the interface (58, column 6, lines 1 - 5), and wherein the rotation of the bezel causes 
the processor to present one or more items on the screen of the display assembly for 
selection (column 9, lines 4-14). 

1 5. Regarding claim 32, Narayanaswami, as applied to claim 29 above, further 
teaches wherein the processor (55) is configured to perform one of more operations 
based on a radial change in position of a reference point on the bezel as a result of the 
rotation (column 8, lines 33 - 35) where the reference point must be known if the device 
can determine the radial change of the bezel. 

1 6. Regarding claim 33, Narayanaswami, as applied to claim 29 above, further 
teaches wherein the processor (55) is configured to perform one or more operations 
based on one of more of a duration or arc length of the rotation of the bezel (column 8, 
lines 33 - 35). 
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17. Regarding claim 34, Narayanaswami, as applied to claim 29 above, further 
teaches wherein the bezel forms a perimeter portion of the housing (column 8, lines 27 
-29). 

18. Claims 35 - 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Patent Application Publication US 200301 17380A1 to Kanzaki in view of 
Narayanaswami. 

1 9. Regarding claim 35, Kanzaki (Figs. 1 , 2 & 3) teaches an electronic device 
comprising a housing that contains one or more electronic components of the electronic 
device (paragraph 1 1 , a display unit with a driver and control unit), a display assembly 
(1 ) wherein the display assembly is contact-sensitive (paragraph 17), and a processor 
(15) configured to display a bezel feature on the display assembly (paragraph 26, the 
virtual dial displayed on the display unit 12 is inherently displayed by a processor), 
detect a continuous contact with the display assembly having a starting point and a 
finishing point (paragraph 25) wherein at least one of the starting point and finishing 
point is on a surface portion of the screen corresponding to where the bezel feature is 
displayed (paragraph 18), determine an input based on the continuous contact wherein 
the input is based on a position of at least one of the starting point and the finishing 
point (paragraph 25, from the start position of the touch to the end position of the touch 
constitutes a continuous touch), and perform an operation based on the input 
(paragraph 9), but fails to teach wherein the operation includes a selection of an 
application. 
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20. However, Narayanaswami teaches a jog dial device that the operation includes a 
selection of an application (column 9, lines 10 - 25). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to increase 
the function of the jog dial as taught by Kanzaki with the jog dial that can be used to 
select an application as taught by Narayanaswami for the benefit of added features to 
the virtual bezel. One would be so inclined to utilize the teachings of Narayanaswami 
since NarayanaswamLalso teaches a t ext/character in put mode that can be used for a 
numerical input similarly to the bezel as taught by Kanzaki. 

21 . Regarding claim 36, Kanzaki, as applied to claim 35, further teaches a bezel 
feature displayed on the perimeter of the screen of the display assembly (in figure 2, the 
dials are displayed on the perimeter of the screen). 

22. Regarding claim 37, Kanzaki, as applied to claim 35, further teaches a response 
to the continuous contact where the processor is configured to present one or more 
items of the screen for selection (5-3). 

23. Regarding claim 38, Kanzaki, as applied to claim 35, further teaches a response 
to the continuous contact where the processor is configured to perform one of more 
operations based on the continuous contact (paragraphs 28-34). 

24. Regarding claim 39, Kanzaki, as applied to claim 35, further teaches a processor 
configured to perform one or more operations based on the duration of the continuous 
contact (paragraph 21). 
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25. Claim 40 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kanzaki 
in view of Narayanaswami as applied to claim 35 above, and further in view of US 
Patent 6,468,212 to Scott et al. (Scott). 

26. Regarding claim 40, Kanzaki in view of Narayanaswami fails to teach a 
processor configured to enable a user to move a reference on the bezel feature an arc 
length and to interpret a position of the reference as an input, but Kanzaki in view of 
Narayanaswami does teach the appearance of the input apparatus can be any shape 
and combined with its teachings of detecting a start point and end point of the touch, as 
stated above, renders it obvious to modify the dial input with the dial as taught by Scott. 
Scott teaches (Fig. 5) a bezel feature (76) with a reference (78) and the user can move 
a reference on the bezel an arc length (column 8, lines 20 - 36) and interpret the 
position as an input (column 8 where control knobs are well known input devices). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Kanzaki in view of Narayanaswami with the bezel shape as taught by 
Scott for the purpose of knowing if the knob has been turned into the danger zone (80). 
One skilled in the art would have been motivated to generate the claimed invention with 
a reasonable expectation of success. 

27. Claims 41 - 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Narayanaswami in view of US Patent Application Publication 2003/01 15384 to 
Sonehara et al. (Sonehara). 
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28. Regarding claim 41 , Narayanaswami (Figs. 2 and 8) teaches a housing (20) 
having a front panel (column 6, lines 35 - 43, 'watch face'), a display (100) provided on 
the front panel, a processor (55) housed within the housing (20), a bezel feature (400) 
provided on the front panel (see fig. 8) that interfaces (68) with the processor (55), and 
wherein the processor (55) is configured to perform an operation corresponding to a 
selection of an application based on an input received thought operation of the bezel 
feature (column 9, line 1 - column 1 1 , line 21), but fails to teach the bezel feature is 
formed on a contact-sensitive surface it also does not disclose the method used to 
determine the rotation input. 

29. However, Sonehara (paragraphs 58 - 59 and 62) teaches a jog dial input where 
the bezel feature a hardware component ('rotary body') that is formed on a contact 
sensitive surface (paragraph 58, lines 7 - 9) on which a pointer ('downward elastic 
contact leg') may be dragged to indicate an input (paragraph 59) and that the jog dial 
can be arranged in any easy-to-operate manner (paragraph 63). 

30. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to read the movement of the bezel feature as taught by 
Narayanaswami with the contact sensitive surface method as taught by Sonehara for 
the benefit of providing a means to determine the rotation of the bezel. 

31 . Regarding claim 41 , Sonehara, as applied to claim 41 above, further teaches the 
bezel feature is responsive to a drag of a pointer from a first portion of the bezel feature 
to a second position of the bezel feature (paragraph 58, when the upward elastic 
contact leg slides on the radial contact plate, the bezel will be responsive when the leg 
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makes contact with the contact portion therebetween and therefore it is responsive from 
a first position to a second position depending on the distance between the contact 
portions). 

32. Regarding claim 43, Narayanaswami, as applied to claim 41 above, further 
teaches wherein the processor (55) is also configured to use input provided by the bezel 
feature to set a digital clock (column 9, lines 26 - 51 ). 

33. Regarding claim 44. Nara yanaswam i, as applied to claim 41 above, further 
teaches wherein the processor (55) is also configured to use input provided by the bezel 
feature to select an alphanumeric character (column 10, lines 20 - 37). 

34. Regarding claim 45, Narayanaswami, as applied to claim 41 above, further 
teaches wherein the processor (55) is also configured to affect a content appearing on 
the display while performing the operation (column 10, lines 38 - 54, where 'when a 
letter is selected, previously entered and stored names beginning with that letter may be 
displayed on the high resolution screen display') 

Conclusion 

35. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The following US Patent has been included to show another 
device that utilizes a bezel type input: 

US Patent 6,597,279 to Haraguchi 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter Prizio whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
5712. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (7:30-5:00), 
alternating Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Hjerpe can be reached on (703) 305-4709. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this appli catio n or pro ceed ing is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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